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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR.

C.A.0.NO.1471/2017 IN P.I.L.NO. 95/2016.

Padamkumar Shantilal Jain.
-VERSUS-
Union of India and others.

Office notes, Office Memoranda of
Coram, appearances, Court's orders
or directions and Registrar’s orders.

Court’s or Judge’s Orders

CORAM : B.P. DHARMADHIKARI &
MRS. SWAPNA JOSHI, JJ.

DATE : JANUARY 10, 2018.

Heard Shri D. V. Chauhan, learned
Counsel for the applicant/intervenor, Shri S.P.
Bhandarkar, learned counsel for the petitioner, Mrs. M.
Chandurkar, learned counsel for respondent no.1, Shri
A.S. Asgirgade, learned Addl.G.P. for respondent no.2,
Shri D.M. Kale, learned Counsel for respondent nos.
3,9 and 12, Shri J.M. Gandhi, learned Counsel for
respondent no.11 and Shri T. Darda, learned Counsel
for respondent nos. 4 and 7.
2. Learned counsel for petitioner is opposing
prayer for intervention. He is seeking time to file

detail reply, though an affidavit opposing intervention
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is on record.
3. We do not wish to go into the merits of the
controversy. Dispute between petitioner and

intervenor cannot be the bone of contention in this
Public Interest Litigation.

4. However, we make it clear that the
intervention is being allowed only to advance public
interest and documents relied in that respect shall only
be considered. If we find any irrelevant documents
filed and pressed into service, we will impose heavy
costs upon the intervenor. Subject to this
understanding and keeping all contentions of
petitioner open, we grant application.

5. Accordingly, applicant be added as party
intervenor — respondent no.19 within a period of three
days.

6. The added intervenor / respondent no.19
shall file reply strictly  keeping in mind the
observations made above.

7. List the matter for further consideration on

24.01.2018.

JUDGE
JUDGE
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